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8.2. COMPETITIVENESS OF 
INSTITUTIONAL PARTICIPANTS 
OF THE RUSSIAN MARKET OF 
COLLECTIVE INVESTMENTS  

A.I. Ivleva, Post-graduate Student of Chair  
«Finance and Credit»  

All-russian tax academy the Ministry  
of Finance of Russia 

 
In article the analysis of dynamics of the Russian market 

collective investitsy is given. The author proves necessity 
of increase of competitiveness because of competition 
strengthening on it between the Russian institutional in-
vestors, and also proves increase of interest to the market 
of nonstate pension obesbaking from foreign investors. 

Literature 
1. Danilov J.Probit a new channel//Bulletin . 2011. – 8. 
2. Kulikova E. Collective investments and their role into devel-

opment of a financial system of the Russian Federation//Audit 
and the financial analysis. 2009. – 4. 

3. Shympeter J.Teorija of economic development /  with 
English : , 2007.  

4. www.investfund.ru – an information portal on the financial 
market. 

5. www.napf.ru – an official site of National association of non-
state pension funds. 

6. www.nly.ru – an official site of National league of managing 
directors. 

7. www.gks.ru – an official site of Federal Agency state stati-stiki. 
8. www.vedomosti.ru – an information site. 
9. www.rbcdaily.ru – an information site. 

Keywords 
Competitiveness; the market of collective investments; 

share investment funds; nonstate pension funds; pension 
system; volume of investments. 

 


